The academy essentially upholds Mann's findings, although the panel concluded that systematic uncertainties in climate records from before 1600 were not communicated as clearly as they could have been. The NAS also confirmed some problems with the statistics. But the mistakes had a relatively minor impact on the overall finding, says Peter Bloomfield, a statistician at North Carolina State University in Raleigh, who was involved in the latest report. "This study was the first of its kind, and they had to make choices at various stages about how the data were processed, " he says, adding that he "would not be embarrassed" to have been involved in the work.
Panel members were less sanguine, however, about whether the original work should have loomed so large in the executive summary of the IPCC's 2001 report. "The IPCC used it as a visual prominently in the report, " says Kurt Cuffey, a panel member and geographer at the University of California, Berkeley. "I think that sent a very misleading message about how resolved this part of the scientific research was. "
"No individual paper tells the whole story, " agrees North. "It's very dangerous to pull one fresh paper out from the literature. "
Mann says that he is "very happy" with the committee's findings, and agrees with the core assertion that more must be done to reduce uncertainties in earlier periods. "We have very little long-term information on the Southern Hemisphere and large parts of the ocean, " he says. As for the report's effect on the policy debate, Mann says: "Hopefully this is the beginning of us, as a community, putting that silliness behind us. "
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